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DATES AND DATA 


The action of the Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary 
which, as stated on page 37 of this pamphlet, was taken at the meet- 
ing held on February 15, 1926, and concluded by adjournment on 
March 9, 1926, implies a suspension for the time being of the 
Seminary’s activities. In the belief that under the circumstances 
a statement to the alumni was in order, the Trustees voted that 
there be prepared a memorandum containing information calcu- 
lated to answer the inquiries which the alumni would naturally 
make. While this is not the time to discuss the wisdom of the 
steps taken by the present Board of Trustees, it is important that 
the facts of record be made familiar. With this object in mind 
significant “Dates and Data’? — including quotations from the 
more important documents — are here given without comment. 


The Board of Trustees is at present constituted as follows: 
Reverend Charles F. Carter, D.D., of Hartford, Conn., Presi- 
dent, a graduate of Andover Theological Seminary. 
Reverend Frederick H. Page, D.D., of Waltham, Mass., Clerk, 
a graduate of Andover Theological Seminary, the nominee 
of the Alumni Association for 1908-1914 and for 1919- 
1925, and a Trustee by action of the Board of Trustees 

from February 15, 1926. 

Reverend Harry P. Dewey, D.D., of Minneapolis, Minn., a 
graduate of Andover Theological Seminary. 

Reverend Oliver Dana Sewall, of Dedham, Mass., a graduate 
of Andover Theological Seminary and nominee of the 
Alumni Association. 

Reverend Willard L. Sperry, D.D., of Cambridge, a-graduate 
of--Union~-Theological..Seminary...and-» President of the 
Faculty of Andover Theological Seminary. 

Professor H. Norman Gardiner, of Northampton, Mass. 

William F. Whittemore, of Boston, Treasurer. 

Samuel Usher, of Cambridge. 

Arthur B. Chapin, Esq., of Boston. 

Harold S. Davis, Esq., of Boston. 

W. Irving Bullard, of Danielson, Conn. 
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October 4, Samuel Phillips and others were incorporated 
1780. as the “Trustees of Phillips Academy” by an 

act of the “State of Massachusetts Bay,” John 
Hancock being speaker of the House. This was the last act of the 
“Great and General Court” before the new government under 
the State Constitution of 1780 was organized. The act reads in 
part as follows: 


“T, Be it . . . enacted by the Council and House of Representa- 
tives in General Court assembled, and by the authority of the 
same; that there be and hereby is established in the Town of 
Andover, and County of Essex, an Academy, by the name of 
PHILLIPS ACADEMY, for the purpose of promoting true piety 
and virtue, and for the education of youth, in the English, Latin 
and Greek languages, together with Writing, Arithmetic, Music, 
and the Art of Speaking; also practical Geometry, Logic, and 
Geography, and such other of the liberal Arts and Sciences, or 
Languages, as opportunity may hereafter permit, and as the 
Trustees, hereinafter provided, shall direct. 

“TI. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, that the 
Hon. Samuel Phillips, of Andover aforesaid, Esq., the Hon. John 
Phillips, of Exeter, aforesaid, Esq., the Hon. William Phillips and 
Oliver Wendell, Esqs., and John Lowell, Esq., of Boston, in the 
County of Suffolk, and State of Massachusetts Bay, the Reverend 
Josiah Stearns, of Epping, in the County of Rockingham aforesaid, 
the Reverend William Symmes, of said Andover, the Reverend 
Elias Smith, of Middleton, in the said County of Essex, the Rey- 
erend Jonathan French, Samuel Phillips, Jun’r, Esq., Mr. Eliphalet 
Pearson, gentleman, and Mr. Nehemiah Abbot, yeoman, all of 
Andover aforesaid, be, and they hereby are nominated and ap- 
pointed Trustees of said Academy; and they are hereby incor- 
porated into a body politic by the name of the Trustees of Phillips 
Academy; and that they, and their successors, shall be and continue 


a body politic and corporate, by the same name forever. 
* * * 


“V. And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, that 
the said Samuel Phillips and others, the Trustees aforesaid, and 
their successors, the longest livers and survivors of them, be the 
true and sole Visitors, Trustees, and Governors of the said Phillips 
Academy, in perpetual succession forever; to be continued in the 
way and manner hereafter specified, with full power and authority 
to elect such officers of the said Academy, as to them, the said 
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Trustees, Governors, and Visitors aforesaid, and their successors, 
shall from time to time, according to the various occasions and 
circumstances seem most fit and requisite; all which shall be 
observed by the officers, scholars, and.servants of the said Academy, 
upon the penalties therein contained; provided notwithstanding, 
that the said rules, laws, and orders be no ways contrary to the 
laws of this State. 


“VI. And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, that 
the number of the Trustees aforesaid, and their successors, shall 
not at any one time be more than thirteen nor less than seven; 
seven of whom shall constitute a quorum for transacting business, 
and the major part of the members present at any legal meeting, 
shall decide all questions that shall come before them, except in 
the instances hereinafter excepted; . . . that a major part shall be 
laymen and respectable freeholders; also, that a major part shall 
consist of men who are not inhabitants of the town where the 
Seminary is situate. And to perpetuate the succession of said 
Trustees. 


“VII. Be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, that as 
often as one or more of the Trustees of said Phillips Academy shall 
die or resign, or in the judgment of a major part of the other 
Trustees, be rendered by age or otherwise incapable of discharging 
the duties of his office, then, and so often, the Trustees then sur- 
viving and remaining, or the major part of them, shall elect one 
or more persons to supply the vacancy or vacancies. 

“VIII. And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
that the Trustees aforesaid, and their successors, be and they hereby 
are rendered capable in law to take and receive by gift, grant, 
devise, bequest or otherwise, any lands, tenements, or other estate 
real and personal; provided that the annual income of the said real 
estate shall not exceed the sum of five hundred pounds, and the 
annual income of the said personal estate shall not exceed the sum 
of two thousand pounds, both sums to be valued in silver at the 
rate of six shillings and eight pence by the ounce. .. . 

“TX. And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, that 
if it shall hereafter be judged upon mature and impartial consid- 
eration of all circumstances, by two thirds of all the Trustees, that 
for good and substantial reasons, which at this time do not exist, 
the true design of this Institution will be better promoted by 
removing the Seminary from the place where it is founded, in that 
case it shall be in the power of the said Trustees, to remove it 
accordingly, and to establish it in such place within this State 
as they shall judge to be best calculated for carrying into effectual 
execution the intention of the Founders.” 
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June 19, A petition was presented to the Legislature 
1807. of Massachusetts by the Trustees of Phillips 

Academy representing that various donations 
had been made by the founders of the Academy for the purpose 
of qualifying young men for the work of the ministry and that the 
estate which the Trustees by the Act of Incorporation were allowed 
to hold would “not enable them to carry into complete effect the 
pious design of the said benevolent donors”’ and praying that their 
power to hold personal estate “be so enlarged as to enable them 
to receive farther donations of charitably disposed persons for the 
support of a Theological Institution” and thus to complete the 
“design of the said pious founders and benefactors.”’ The Legis- 
lature thereupon passed an act empowering the Trustees of Phillips 
Academy “‘to receive, purchase and hold for the purposes of afore- 
said [i.e. “for the purpose of a Theological Institution and in 
furtherance of the designs of the pious founders and benefactors 
of said Academy”] real and personal estate, the annual income 
whereof shall not exceed five thousand dollars, in addition to what 
they are now allowed by law to hold, provided the income of the 
said real and personal estate be always applied to certain objects 
agreeably to the will of the donors if consistent with the original 
design of the founders of the said Academy.” 


August 31, Phoebe Phillips (widow of Samuel Phillips), 
1807. John Phillips (his son) and Samuel Abbot joined 
in executing a deed of gift which has since been 
known as the “Constitution of the Theological Institution in 
Phillips Academy.” This deed, after stating that the purpose of 
the donors is to devote a part of their substance “to the defense 
and promotion of the Christian religion by making some provision 
for increasing the number of learned and able defenders of the 
gospel of Christ, as well as of orthodox, pious and zealous ministers 
of the New Testament,” provides as follows: 
“We, Phoebe Phillips, of said Andover, Relict of Samuel Phillips, 
Esq., late Lieutenant Governor of the Commonwealth aforesaid, 


and John Phillips, son of the said Samuel Phillips and Phoebe 
Phillips, do hereby jointly and severally obligate ourselves to erect 
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and finish, with all convenient dispatch, two separate buildings; 
one of which to be three stories high, and of such other dimensions, 
as to furnish convenient lodging rooms for fifty Students; and the 
other building to be two stories high, and of such dimensions, as to 
furnish, in addition to a kitchen and private rooms necessary to a 
Steward’s family, three public rooms, one for a dining Hall, one 
for a Chapel and Lecture Room, (each sufficiently large to accom- 
modate sixty Students,) and the third for a Library; the said build- 
ings to be located by direction of the Trustees of Phillips Academy: 
— and I, Samuel Abbot, of Andover, aforesaid, Esquire, with the 
same views, and in furtherance of the same design, do hereby give, 
assign, and set over unto the Trustees aforesaid, the sum of Twenty 
Thousand dollars in trust, as a Fund for the purpose of maintaining 
a Professor of Christian Theology, (reserving to myself the right 
of appointing the first Professor on this Foundation) and for the 
support and encouragement of Students in Divinity; both the said 
buildings and the interest or annual income of the said sum of 
money to be forever appropriated and applied by the Trustees 
aforesaid, for the use and endowment of such a public Theological 
institution in Phillips Academy as is hereinafter described, and on 
the following express conditions, viz: — that the said Institution 
be accepted by the Trustees aforesaid, and that it be forever con- 
ducted and governed by them, and their successors, in conformity 
to the following general Principles and Regulations, which we 
unitedly adopt and ratify as the Constitution of the same, reserving 
to ourselves, however, during our natural lives, the full right, 
jointly to make any additional Regulations, or to alter any Rule 
herein described; provided such Regulation or Alteration be not 
prejudicial to the true design of this Foundation.” 


The regulations thus referred to contain minute directions as to 
the subjects to be taught, the manner in which instruction shall 
_be given, the regimen of the students, etc., the following being 
among them: 


“Article I. This Institution or Seminary shall be equally open 
to Protestants of every denomination for the admission of young 
men of requisite qualifications. 

* * # 

“Article XI. Every Professor in this Seminary shall be a Master 
of Arts, of the Protestant reformed religion, in communion with 
some Christian Church of the Congregational or Presbyterian 
denomination, and sustain the character of a sober, honest, learned, 
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and pious man; he shall moreover be a man of sound and orthodox 
principles in Divinity, according to that form of sound words or 
system of evangelical doctrines, drawn from the Scriptures, and 
denominated the Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism,* 
and more concisely delineated in the Constitution of Phillips 
Academy. 


*The Westminster Shorter Catechism (1729) is as follows: 


; Q. 1. What is the chief end of man? A. Man’s chief end is to glorify God, and to enjoy him 
‘or ever. 

Q. 2. What rule hath God given to direct us how we may glortfy and enjoy him? A. The Word 
of God, which is contained in the pean kesh of the Old and New Testaments, is the only rule to 
direct us how we may glorify and enjoy h 

Q. 3. What do the Scriptures Danes Palla teach? A. The Scriptures principally teach, what 
man is to believe concerning God, and what duty God requires of man. 

Q. 4. What is God? A, God is a Spirit, infinite, eternal, and unchangeable, in his being, 
wisdom, power, holiness, justice, goodness, and truth. 

Q. &. Are there more Gods than one? A. There is but one only, the living and true God. 

Q. 6. How many persons are there in the Godhead? A. There are three persons in the God- 
head; the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost; and these three are one God, the same in sub- 
stance, ras in power and glory 

What are the decrees of God? A. The decrees of God are, his eternal purpose, according 
to the Wl bi of his will, whereby, for his own glory, he hath foreordained whatsoever comes 
to pass, 

Q. 8. How doth God execute his decrees? A. God executeth his decrees in the works of 
creation and providence. 

Q. What ts the work of creation? A. The work of creation is, God’s making all things of 
potiine. Ps, the word of his power, in the space of six days, and all very good. 

Q. How did God create man? A. God created man, male and female, after his own 
image, 2 ‘knowledge, righteousness, and holiness, with dominion over the creatures. 

©. il What are God's works of providence? God’s works of providence are, his most 
holy, od and powerful preserving and governing Av his creatures, and all their actions. 

Q. 12 hat special act of prondence did God exercise towards man, in the estate wherein he 
was created? A. When God had created man, he entered into a covenant of life with him, upon 
condition of perfect obedience; forbidding him to eat of the tree of the knowledge of good and 
evil, upon pain of death, 

18. Did owr first “parents continue in the estate wherein they were created? A. Our first 
parents, being left to the freedom of their own will, fell from the estate wherein they were 
created, by sinning against God. | i 

; ig: i 14. What is sin? A. Sin is any want of conformity unto, or transgression of, the law 
of Go 


Q. 15. What was the sin whereby our first parents fel from the estate wherein they were created? 
A. The sin whereby our first parents fell from the estate wherein they were created, was their 
eating ved forbidden fruit. 

Q Did all mankind fall in Adam’s first iransgression? A. The covenant being made 
with jeehs not only for himself, but for his posterity, all mankind, descending from him by 
ordinary generation, sinned in him, and fell with him, in his first transgression, 

Q. 17. Into what estate did the fall bring mankind? A. The fall brought mankind into an 
estate of sin and misery. 

Q. 18. Wherein consists the sinfulness of that estate whereinto man fell? A. The sinfulness 
of that estate whereinto man fell, consists in, the guilt of Adam’s first sin, the want of original 
righteousness, and the corruption of his whole nature, which is commonly called original sin; 
together with all actual transgressions which proceed from it. 

Q. 19. What ts the misery of that estate whereinto man fell? A. All mankind, by their fall, 
lost communion with God, are under his wrath and curse, and so made liable to all the miseries 
of this ie, to death itself, ‘and to the pains of hell for ever. 

Q. Did God leave all mankind to perish in the estate of sin and misery? God, having 
out of hie mere good pleasure, from all eternity, elected some to everlasting life, aia enter into a 
covenant of grace, to deliver them out of the estate of sin and misery, and to bring them into 
an estate of salvation by a Redeemer. 

Q. 21. Who ts the Redeemer of God’s elect? A. The only Redeemer of God’s elect is the 
Lord Jesus Christ, who, being the eternal Son of God, became man, and so was, and continueth 
to be, God and man, in two distinct natures, and one person, see ever. 

Q. 22. How did Christ, being the Son of God, become man? Christ, the Son of God, became 
man, by taking to himself a true body and a reasonable pats being conceived by the power of 
the Holy Ghost, in the womb of the Virgin Mary, and born of her, yet without sin. 

Q. 23. What offices doth Christ execute as our Redeemer? A. Christ, as our Redeemer, 
sruieth ee offices of a prophet, of a priest, and of a king, both in his estate of humiliation 
and exaltation. 
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Q 24. How doth Christ execute the office of a prophet? A. Christ executeth the office of a 
Preers in revealing to us, by his Word and Spirit, the will of God for our salvation. 

Q. 25. How doth Christ execute the office of a priest? A. Christ executeth the office of a priest, 
in his el offering up of himself as a sacrifice to satisfy divine justice, and reconcile us to God, 
and in making continual intercession for us. 

Q. 26. How doth Christ execute the office of a king? A. Christ executeth the office of a king, 
in’ subduing us to himself, in ruling and defending us, and in restraining and conquering all his 
and our enemies. 

Q. 27. Wherein did Christ’s humiliation consist? A. Christ’s humiliation consisted in his 
being born, and that in a low condition, made under the law, undergoing the miseries of this 
life, the wrath of God, and the cursed death of the cross; in being buried, and continuing under 
the power of death for a time. 

. 28. Wherein consisteth Christ's exaltation? A. Christ's exaltation consisteth in his risin, 
again from the dead on the third day, in ascending up into heaven, in sitting at the right epee | 
of God the Father, and in coming to judge the world at the last day. 

* Q. 29. How are we made partakers of the redemption purchased by Christ? A. We are made 
partskers of the redemption purchased by Christ, by the effectual application of it to us by his 

0) A pirit. 

80. How doth the Spirit apply to us the redemption purchased by Christ? A. The Spirit 
pe es to us the redemption purchased by Christ, by working faith in us, and thereby uniting 
us to Christ in our effectual calling. 

Q. 381. What is effectual ealling? A. Effectual calling is the work of God’s Spirit, whereby 
convincing us of our sin and misery, enlightening our minds in the knowledge of Christ, and 
pepewring fa wills, he doth persuade and enable us to embrace Jesus Christ, freely offered to us 
in the gospe 

382. What benefits do they that are effectually called partake of in this life? A. They that are 
effectually called do in this life partake of justification, adoption, sanctification, and the several 
benefits which, in this life, do either accompany or flow from them. 

83. What is justification? A. Justification is an act of God’s free grace, wherein he 
pardoneth all our sins, and accepteth us as righteous in his sight, only for the righteousness of 

imputed to us, and received by faith alone. 

Q. 34. What is adoption? A. Adoption is an act of God’s free grace, whereby we are re- 
ceived aig the number, and have a right to all the privileges, of the sons of God. 

What is sanctification? A. Sanctification is the work of God’s free grace, whereby 
we are Bed in the whole man after the image of God, and are enabled more and more to die 
unto sin, and live unto righteousness. 

Q. 86. What are the benefits which in this life do accompany or flow from justification, adoption, 
and sanctification? A. The benefits which in this life do accompany or flow from justification, 
adoption, and sanctification, are, assurance of God’s love, peace of conscience, joy in the Holy 
Ghost, increase of grace, and perseverance therein to the end. 

Q. 87. What benefits do believers receive from Christ at death? A. The souls of believers are 
at their death made perfect in holiness, and do immediately pass into glory; and their bodies, 
being still united to Christ, do rest in their graves, till the resurrection. 

. 88. What benefits do believers receive from Christ at the resurrection? A. At the resur- 
tection, believers, being raised up in glory, shall be openly acknowledged and acquitted in the 
day of ee and made perfectly blessed in the full enjoying of God to all eternity. 

Q. 39. What is the duty which ant requireth of man? A. The duty which God requireth of 
man is Eobtiesse to his revealed wil i 

Q. What did God at first ci to man for the rule of his obedience? A. The rule which 
God at first revealed to man for his obedience, was the moral law. } 

Q. 41. Wherein is the moral law summarily comprehended? A. The moral law is summarily 
comprehended in the ten commandments. 

. 42. What is the sum of the ten commandments? A. The sum of the ten commandments is, 
to love the Lord our God, with all our heart, with all our soul, with all our strength, and with 
all our mind; and our neighbor as ourselves. 

Q. 48. What is the preface to the ten commandments? A. The preface to the ten command- 
ments is in these words, I am the LORD thy God, which have brought thee out of the land of Egypt, 
out of the house of bondage. 

Q. 44. What doth the preface to the ten commandments teach us? A. The preface to the ten 
commandments teacheth us, that because God is the Lord, and our God, and Redeemer, there- 
fore we are bound to keep all his commandments. 

46. Which ts the first commandment? A. The first commandment is, Thou shalt have no 
other Gods before me. 

Q. 46. What is required in the first commandment? A. The first commandment requireth us 
to know and acknowledge God to be the only true God, and our God; and to worship and glorify 
him accordingly. 

Q. 47. What is forbidden in the first commandment? A. The first commandment forbiddeth 
the denying, or not worshiping and glorifying the true God as God, and our God; and the giving 
that worship and glory to any other, which is due to him alone. 

Q. What are we especially taught by these words, ‘‘before me,” in the first commandment? 
ae These words, ‘‘before me,” in the first commandment teach us, that God, who seeth all 
3, taketh notice of, and is much displeased with, the sin of having any other God, 

"49. Which is the second commandment? A. The second commandment is, Thou shalt not 
make unto thee any graven image, or any likeness of any thing that is in heaven above, or that is in 
the earth beneath, or that is in the water under the earth: thou shalt not bow down thyself to them, nor 
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serve them: for I the LORD thy God am a jealous God, visiting the iniquity of the fathers upon the 
children unto the third and fourth generation of them that hate me; and showing mercy unto thousands 
of sat hex love me, and keep my commandments. 

What is required in the second commandment? A. The second commandment re- 
lee the receiving, observing, and ae ar pure and entire, all such religious worship and 
ordinances as God hath appointed in his W: 

Q. 61. What is forbidden in the second eomrhanaipanth A. The second commandment for- 
biddeth the worshiping of God by images, or any other way not appointed in his Wor 

52. What are the reasons annexed to the second commandment? A, The reasons annexed 
to the second commandment are, God’s sovereignty over us, his propriety in us, and the zeal 
he hath to his own worship. 

Q. 58. Which is the third commandment? A. The third commandment is, Thou shalt not 
take the name of the LORD thy God in vain; for the LORD will not hold him guiltless that taketh 
his name in vain. 

Q. 54. What is required in the third commandment? A. The third commandment requireth 
the iy and reverent use of God’s names, titles, attributes, ordinances, word, and works. 

What is forbidden in the third commandment? A. The third commandment for- 
biddeth au profaning or abusing of anything whereby God maketh himself known. 

Q 6&6. What ts the reason annexed to the third commandment? A. The reason annexed to 
the third commandment is, that however the breakers of this commandment may escape punish= 
ment from men, yet the Lord our God will not suffer them to escape his righteous judgment, 

5%. Which is the fourth commandment? A, The fourth commandment is, Remember the 
Sabbath day, to keep tt holy. Six days shalt thou labor, and do all thy work: but the seventh day 1s 
the Sabbath of the LORD thy God: tn it thou shalt not do any work, thou, nor thy son, nor thy 
daughter, thy man-servant, nor thy maid-servant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger that is within thy 
gates: for in six days the LORD made heaven and earth, the sea, and all that in them is, and rested 
the seventh day: wherefore the LORD blessed the Sabbath day, and hallowed it. 

Q. 68. What isrequired in the fourth commandment? A. The fourth commandment requireth 
the keeping holy to God such set times as he hath appointed in his Word; expressly one whole 
day in seven to be a holy Sabbath to himself. 

Q. 59. Which day of the seven hath God appointed to be the weekly Sabbath? A. From the 
beginning of the world to the resurrection of Christ, God appointed the seventh day of the week 
to be the weekly Sabbath; and the first day of the week, ever since, to continue to the end of the 
world, which is the Christian Sabbath. 

Q. 60. How is the Sabbath to be sanctified? A, The Sabbath is to be sanctified by 2 holy 

resting all that day, even from such worldly employments and recreations as are lawful on other 
days; and spending the whole time in the public and private exercises of God’s worship, except 
so much as is to be taken up in the works of necessity and mercy. 

61. What is forbidden in the fourth commandment? A. The fourth commandment for- 
biddeth the omission, or careless performance, of the duties required, and the profaning the 
day by idleness, or doing that which is in itself sinful, or by unnecessary thoughts, words, or 
works, about our worldly employments or recreations. 

Q. 62. What are the reasons annexed to the fourth commandment? A. The reasons annexed 
to the fourth commandment are, God’s allowing us six days of the week for our own employ- 
ne hs his aoe a special propriety in the seventh, his own example, and his blessing the 

abbath 

Q. 68. Which ts the fifth commandment? A. The fifth commandment is, Honor thy father 
and thy mother: that thy days may be long upon the land which the LORD thy God giveth thee. 

Q. 64. What is required in the fifth commandment A. The fifth commandment requireth 
the preserving the honor, and performing the duties, belonging to every one in their several 
places a relations, as superiors, inferiors, or equals. 

What is forbidden in the fifth commandment? A. The fifth commandment forbiddeth 
the ne of, or doing anything against, the honor and duty which belongeth to every one 
in their several places and relations. 

66. What is the reason annexed to the fifth commandment? A. The reason annexed to the 
fifth commandment i is, a promise of long life and prosperity (as far as it shall serve for God’s 
glory. and their own good) to all such as keep this commandment, 

67. Which is the sixthcommandment? A. The sixth commandment is, Thow shalt not kill. 

68. What is required in the sixth commandment? A. The sixth commandment requireth 
all lawful endeavors to preserve our own life, and the life of others. 

Q. 69. What is forbidden in the sixth commandment? A. The sixth commandment for- 
biddeth the taking away of our own life, or the life of our neighbor unjustly, or whatsoever 
tendeth thereunto. 

70. Which ts the seventh commandment? A. The seventh commandment is, Thou shalt 
not commit adultery. 

Q. What is required in the seventh commandment? A. The seventh commandment 
fot the preservation of our own and our neighbor’s chastity, in heart, speech, and behavior. 

72. What is forbidden in the seventh commandment? A. The seventh commandment 
forbiddeth all unchaste thoughts, words, and actions. 

Q. be Which ts the eighth commandment? A. The eighth commandment is, Thou shalt 
not stea 

Q. 74. What is required in the eighth commandment? A, The eighth commandment re- 
pes ae lawful procuring and furthering the wealth and outward estate of ourselves and 
others. 

Q. 75. What is forbidden in the eighth commandment? A. The eighth commandment 
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forbiddeth whatsoever doth, or may, unjustly hinder our own, or our neighbor’s wealth or 
outward estate 

Q. 76. Which is the ninth commandment? A. The ninth commandment i is, Thou shalt not 
bear saree witness against thy. neighbor. 

Q. What is required in the ninth commandment? A. The ninth commandment requireth 
the ra LM te and promoting of truth between man and man, and of our own and our neigh- 
bor’s good name, especially in witness- bearing. 

Q. 78. What ts forbidden in the ninth commandment? A. The ninth commandment for- 
biddeth whatsoever is prejudicial to truth, or injurious to our own or our neighbor’ 's good name, 

Q. 79. Which is the tenth commandment? A, The tenth commandment is, Thou shalt not 
covet thy neighbor’s house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s wife, nor his man-servant, nor his 
maid-servant, nor his ox, nor his ass, nor anything that is thy neighbor’s. 

Q. 80. What is required in the tenth commandment? A. The tenth commandment requireth 
full contentment with our own condition, with a right and charitable frame of spirit toward 
our Seige and all that is his. 

Q. 81. What is forbidden in the tenth commandment? A. The tenth commandment for- 
biddeth an discontentment with our own estate, envying or grieving at the good of our neighbor, 
and all inordinate motions and affections to anything that is his. 

Q. 82. Is any man able perfectly to keep the commandments of God? A. No mere man, since 
the fall, is able, in this life, perfectly to keep the commandments of God; but doth daily ‘break 
them in thought, word, and deed. 

Q. 88. Are all transgressions of the law equally heinous? A. Some sins in themselves, and 
by reason of several aggravations, are more heinous i in the sight of God than others. 

8&4. What doth every sin deserve? A, Every sin deserveth God’s wrath and curse, both 
in this life, and that which is to come. 

Q. 85. What doth God require of us, that we may escape his wrath and curse, due to us for sin? 
A. To escape the wrath and curse of God, due to us for sin, God requireth of us faith in Jesus 
Christ, repentance unto life, with the diligent use of ali the outward means whereby Christ 
communicateth to us the benefits of redemption, 

Q. 86. What is faith in Jesus Christ? A. Faith in Jesus Christ is a saving grace, whereby 
we receive and rest upon him alone for salvation, as he is offered to us in the gospel. 

Q. 87. What is repentance unto life? A. Repentance unto life is a saving grace, whereby 
& sinner, out of a true sense of his sin, and apprehension of the mercy of God in Christ, doth, 
with grief and hatred of his sin, turn from it unto God, with full purpose of, and endeavor after, 
new obedience. 

Q. 88. What are the outward and ordinary means whereby Christ communicateth to us the 
benefits of redemption? A. The outward and ordinary means whereby Christ communicateth 
to us the benefits of redemption are, his ordinances, expecially the Word, Sacraments, and 
prayer; all which are made effectual to the elect for salvation. 

89. How is the Word made effectual to salvation? A. The Spirit of God maketh the read- 
ing, but especially the preaching, of the Word, an effectual means of convincing and converting 
sinners, and of building them up in holiness and comfort through faith unto salvation. 

Q. 90. How is the Word to be read and heard, that it may become effectual to salvation? A. That 
the Word may become effectual to salvation, we must attend thereunto with diligence, prepara- 
tion, ae prayer; receive it with faith and love, lay it up in our hearts, and practice it in our lives. 

How do the Sacraments become effectual means of salvation? A. The Sacraments 
H Nthaleg Cota means of salvation, not from any virtue in them, or in him that doth administer 
them; but only by the blessing of Christ, and the working of his Spirit in them that by faith 
mody | oe 

Q. What is a Sacrament? A. A Sacrament is a holy ordinance instituted by Christ; 
Ni Hod by sensible signs, Christ and the benefits of the new covenant are represented, sealed, 
and applied to believers. 

Q. 98. Which are the Sacraments of the New Testament? A. The Sacraments of the New 
Testament are Baptism, and the Lord’s Supper. 

Q. 94. What is Baptism? A. Baptism is a Sacrament, wherein the washing with water, in 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy "Ghost, doth signify and sea] our in- 

grafting into Christ, and partaking of the benefits of the covenant of grace, and our engagement 
to be the Lord’s. 

Q. 95. To whom is Baptism to be administered? A. Baptism is not to be administered to any 
that are out of the visible Church, till they profess their faith in Christ, and obedience to him; 
but the infants of such as are members of the visible Church, are to be baptized. 

Q. 96. What is the Lord’s Supper? A. The Lord’s Supper is a Sacrament, wherein, by 
ene and receiving bread and wine, according to Christ’s appointment, his death is showed 

orth; and the worthy receivers are, not after a corporal and carnal manner, but by faith, made 
partakers of his body and blood, with all his benefits, to their spiritual nourishment, and growth 
in grace. 

Q. 97. What is required to the worthy receiving of the Lord’s Supper? A. It is required of 
them that would worthily partake of the Lord’s Supper, that they examine themselves, of their 
knowledge to discern the Lord’s body, of their faith to feed upon him, of their repentance, love, 
and new obedience; lest coming unworthily, they eat and drink judgment to themselves. 

Q. 98. What is prayer? A. Prayer is an offering up of our desires unto God, for things 
agreeable to his will, in the name of Christ, with confession of our sins, and thankful acknowl- 
edgment of his mercies. 

Q. 99. What rule hath God given for our direction in prayer? A. The whole Word of God 
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“Article XII. Every person therefore, appointed or elected a 
Professor in this Seminary, shall, on the day of his inauguration 
into office, and in the presence of the said Trustees, publicly make 
and subscribe a solemn Declaration of his faith in Divine Revela- 
tion, and in the fundamental and distinguishing doctrines of the 
Gospel of Christ, as summarily expressed in the Westminster 
Assembly’s Shorter Catechism; and he shall furthermore solemnly 
promise, that he will open and explain the Scriptures to his Pupils, 
with integrity and faithfulness; that he will maintain and inculcate 
the Christian faith, as above expressed, together with all the other 
doctrines and duties of our holy religion, so far as may appertain 
to his office, according to the best light God shall give him; and in 
opposition not only to Atheists and Infidels, but to Jews, Mahom- 
etans, Arians, Pelagians, Antinomians, Arminians, Socinians, 
Unitarians, and Universalists, and to all other heresies and errors, 
ancient or modern, which may be opposed to the Gospel of Christ, 
or hazardous to the souls of men;—that by his instructions, 
counsels, and example, he will endeavor to promote true Piety and 
Godliness; that he will consult the good of the Institution and the 
peace of the churches of our Lord Jesus Christ on all occasions; 
and that he will religiously observe the Statutes of this Institution, 
relative to his official duties and deportment, and all such other 
Statutes and Laws, as shall be constitutionally made by the Trus- 
tees of Phillips Academy, not repugnant thereto. 


is of use to direct us in prayer; but the special rule of direction is that form of prayer which 
Christ taught his disciples, commonly called The Lord’s Prayer. 

Q. 100. What doth the preface of the Lord’s Prayer teach us? A. The preface of the Lord’s 
Prayer, which is, “Our Father which art in heaven,” teacheth us to draw near to God, with all 
holy reverence and confidence, as children to a father, able and ready to help us; and that we 
should pray with and for others. 

Q. 101. What do we pray for in the first petition? A. In the first petition, which is, “ Hallowed 
be thy name,” we pray, that God would enable us, and others, to glorify him in all that whereby 
he maketh himself known, and that he would dispose all things to his own glory. 

Q. 102. What do we pray for in the second petition? A. In the second petition, which is, 
“Thy kingdom come,” we pray, that Satan’s kingdom may be destroyed, and that the kingdom 
of grace may be advanced, ourselves and others brought into it, and kept in it, and that the 
kingdom of glory may be hastened. 

Q. 103. What do we pray for in the third petition? A. In the third petition, which is, “Thy 
will be done in earth, as it is in heaven,’ we pray, that God, by his grace, would make us able 
and willing to know, obey, and submit to his will in all things, as the angels do in heaven. 

Q. 104. What do we pray for in the fourth petition? A. In the fourth petition, which is, ‘‘ Give 
us this day our daily bread,” we pray, that of God’s free gift, we may receive a competent portion 
of the good things of this life, and enjoy his blessing with them. 

Q. 105. What do we pray for in the Jifth, petition? A. In the fifth petition, which is, ‘And 
forgive us our debts, as we forgive our debtors,” we pray, that God, for Christ’s sake, would freely 
pardon all our sins; which we are the rather encouraged to ask, because by his grace we are 
enabled from the heart to forgive others. f i t 

Q. 106. What do we pray for in the sixth petition? A. In the sixth petition, which is, “And 
lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil,” we pray, that God would either keep us from 
being tempted to sin, or support and deliver us when we are tempted. 

Q. 107. What doth the conclusion of the Lord’s Prayer teach us? A. The conclusion of the 
Lord’s Prayer, which is, ‘‘ For thine is the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, for ever. Amen,” 
teacheth us to take our Spe eee in prayer from God only, and in our prayers to praise 
him, ascribing kingdom, power, and glory to him; and in testimony of our desire and assurance 
to be heard, we say, Amen. 
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“Article XIII. The preceding Declaration shall be repeated by 
every Professor in this Seminary, in the presence of the said Trus- 
tees, at the expiration of every successive period of five years; and 
no man shall be continued a Professor in this Institution, who shall 
not continue to approve himself, to the satisfaction of the said 
Trustees, a man of sound and orthodox principles in Divinity, 
agreeably to the system of evangelical doctrines contained in the 
aforesaid Catechism. Accordingly, if at any meeting regularly 
appointed, it should be proved to the satisfaction of a majority of 
the whole number of the said Trustees, that any Professor in this 
Institution has taught or embraced any of the heresies or errors, 
alluded to in the Declaration aforesaid; or, should he refuse to re- 
peat the same, as herein required, he shall be forthwith removed 
from office.” 


March 21, Moses Brown and others executed a deed 
1808. (commonly called the “Associate Statutes”’) 

whereby they gave to the Trustees of Phillips 
Academy the sum of $40,000 for the endowment of two professor- 
ships and also for “the maintenance of such students in divinity 
as may be proper candidates for gratuitous support,” the fund to 
be administered “‘agreeably to the following statutes,” the object 
of the donors being declared to be “‘the defense and promotion of 
the Christian religion by making some provision for increasing the 
number of learned and able defenders of the gospel of Christ, as 
well as Orthodox, pious and zealous ministers of the New Testa- 
ment.” This deed reads in part as follows: 


“Article I. The Fund aforesaid shall be kept distinct from all 
other property, to the same Trustees belonging, being never blended 
therewith by loan or purchase; and their Treasurer shall accord- 
ingly keep all accounts relative thereto, in distinct books; and all 
monies, evidences of property, receipts, papers, and books of 
account, appertaining to said Fund, in a trunk or chest, prepared 
for prompt removal. 

“Article II. Every Professor on the Associate Foundation shall 
be a Master of Arts, of the Protestant Reformed Religion, an or- 
dained Minister of the Congregational or Presbyterian denomina- 
tion, and shall sustain the character of a discreet, honest, learned, 
and devout Christian; an orthodox and consistent Calvinist; and 
after a careful examination by the Visitors with reference to his 
religious principles, he shall, on the day of his inauguration, publicly 
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make and subscribe a solemn declaration of his faith in Divine 
Revelation, and in the fundamental and distinguishing doctrines 
of the Gospel, as expressed in the following Creed, which is sup- 
ported by the infallible Revelation which God constantly makes 
of Himself in his works of creation, providence, and redemption, 
namely: 

‘I believe that there is one, and but one living and true God; 
that the word of God, contained in the Scriptures of the Old and 
New Testament, is the only perfect rule of faith and practice; that 
agreeably to those Scriptures God is a Spirit, infinite, eternal, and 
unchangeable in his being, wisdom, power, holiness, justice, good- 
ness, and truth; that in the Godhead are three Persons, the Father, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghost; and that these Three are One God, 
the same in substance, equal in power and glory; that God created 
man after his own image, in knowledge, righteousness, and holiness; 
that the glory of God is man’s chief end, the enjoyment of God his 
supreme happiness; that this enjoyment is derived solely from 
conformity of heart to the moral character and will of God; that 
Adam, the federal head and representative of the human race, was 
placed in a state of probation, and that in consequence of his dis- 
obedience, all his descendants were constituted sinners; that by 
nature every man is personally depraved, destitute of holiness, 
unlike and opposed to God; and that previously to the renewing 
agency of the Divine Spirit, all his moral actions are adverse to 
the character and glory of God; that being morally incapable of 
recovering the image of his Creator, which was lost in Adam, every 
man is justly exposed to eternal damnation; so that, except a man 
be born again, he cannot see the kingdom of God; that God, of his 
mere good pleasure, from all eternity elected some to everlasting 
life; and that he entered into a covenant of grace, to deliver them 
out of this state of sin and misery by a Redeemer; that the only 
Redeemer of the elect is the eternal Son of God, who for this purpose 
became man, and continues to be God and man in two distinct 
natures and one person forever; that Christ, as our Redeemer, 
executeth the office of a Prophet, Priest, and King; that, agreeably 
to the covenant of redemption, the Son of God, and he alone, by 
his suffering and death, has made atonement for the sins of all 
men; that repentance, faith, and holiness are the personal requisites 
in the Gospel scheme of salvation; that the righteousness of Christ 
is the only ground of a sinner’s justification; that this righteousness 
is received through faith; and that this faith is the gift of God; so 
that our salvation is wholly of grace; that no means whatever can 
change the heart of a sinner, and make it holy; that regeneration 
and sanctification are effects of the creating and renewing agency of 
the Holy Spirit, and that supreme love to God constitutes the es- 


[12] 


ASSOCIATE FOUNDATION 1808 — CREED 


sential difference between saints and sinners; that by convincing 
us of our sin and misery, enlightening our minds, working faith 
in us, and renewing our wills, the Holy Spirit makes us partakers 
of the benefits of redemption; and. that the ordinary means, by 
which these benefits are communicated to us, are the word, sacra- 
ments and prayer; that repentance unto life, faith to feed upon 
Christ, love to God, and new obedience, are the appropriate 
qualifications for the Lord’s Supper; and that a Christian Church 
ought to admit no person to its holy communion, before he exhibit 
credible evidence of his godly sincerity; that perseverance in holi- 
ness is the only method of making our calling and election sure; 
and that the final perseverance of saints, though it is the effect of 
the special operation of God on their hearts, yet necessarily im- 
plies their own watchful diligence; that they, who are effectually 
called, do in this life partake of justification, adoption, and sanc- 
tification, and the several benefits, which do either accompany or 
flow from them; that the souls of believers are at their death made 
perfect in holiness, and do immediately pass into glory; that their 
bodies, being still united to Christ, will at the resurrection be 
raised up to glory, and that the saints will be made perfectly 
blessed in the full enjoyment of God to all eternity; but that the 
wicked will awake to shame and everlasting contempt, and with 
devils be plunged into the lake, that burneth with fire and brim- 
stone forever and ever. I moreover believe that God, according 
to the counsel of his own will, and for his own glory, hath fore- 
ordained whatsoever comes to pass, and that all beings, actions, 
and events, both in the natural and moral world, are under his 
providential direction; that God’s decrees perfectly consist with 
human liberty; God’s universal agency with the agency of man; 
and man’s dependence with his accountability; that man has 
understanding and corporeal strength to do all that God requires 
of him; so that nothing, but the sinner’s aversion to holiness, 
prevents his salvation; that it is the prerogative of God, to bring 
good out of evil, and that he will cause the wrath and rage of 
wicked men and devils to praise Him; and that all the evil which 
has existed, and which will forever exist in the moral system, will 
eventually be made to promote a most important purpose under 
the wise and perfect administration of that Almighty Being, who 
will cause all things to work for his own glory, and thus fulfill all 
his pleasure. — And furthermore I do solemnly promise, that I will 
open and explain the Scriptures to my pupils with integrity and 
faithfulness; that I will maintain and inculcate the Christian faith, 
as expressed in the Creed by me now repeated, together with all 
the other doctrines and duties of our Holy Religion, so far as may 
appertain to my office, according to the best light God shall give 
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me, and in opposition, not only to Atheists and Infidels, but to 
Jews, Papists, Mahometans, Arians, Pelagians, Antinomians, Ar- 
minians, Socinians, Sabellians, Unitarians, and Universalists; and 
to all other heresies and errors, ancient or modern, which may be 
opposed to the Gospel of Christ, or hazardous to the souls of men; 
that by my instruction, counsel, and example, I will endeavor to 
promote true Piety and Godliness; that I will consult the good of 
this Institution, and the peace of the Churches of our Lord Jesus 
Christ on all occasions; and that I will religiously conform to the 
Constitution and Laws of this Seminary and to the Statutes of 
this Foundation.’ 

“Article III. The preceding Creed and Declaration shall be 
repeated by every professor on this Foundation at the expiration 
of every successive period of five years; and no man shall be con- 
tinued a Professor on said Foundation, who shall not continue to 
approve himself a man of sound and orthodox principles in Divinity 
agreeably to the aforesaid Creed. 

* k * & 

“Article XII. That the Trust aforesaid may be always executed 
agreeably to the true intent of this our Foundation; and that we 
may effectually guard the same in all future time against all per- 
version, or the smallest avoidance of our true design, as herein 
expressed; We, the aforesaid Founders, do hereby constitute a 
Board of Visitors, to be as in our place and stead the Guardians, 
Overseers, and Protectors of this our Foundation in manner, as is 
expressed in the following Provisions, that is to say; — we appoint 
and constitute the Honorable Caleb Strong, Esquire, late Governor 
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, the Rev. Timothy 
Dwight, D.D., President of Yale College, and the Rev. Samuel 
Spring, D.D., of Newburyport, aforesaid Visitors of the said 
Foundation; who with their Successors in office, to be chosen as 
hereinafter directed, shall be a perpetual body for this purpose, 
with all the powers and duties, in them herein vested and on them 
enjoined; but we do nevertheless reserve to ourselves the right of 
visiting in connection with the said Board, and during our natural 
lives respectively, this our Foundation. And we do moreover 
confer on Samuel Abbot, Esquire, one of the Founders of the 
Theological Institution aforesaid, the right of visiting this our 
Foundation in the same manner with ourselves, during his natural 
life; each of the said four Founders so long as he will retain his seat 
at the Board, shall possess and exercise all the rights and powers 
herein given to a Visitor of this Foundation; though upon the 
resignation or demise of either of the said Founders his place shall 
not be supplied by election of a Visitor to succeed him; and after 
the demise or resignation of the said four persons, last above named 
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as Founders, the said Board shall never consist of more than three 
members; and it is farther expressly provided, that the perpetual 
Board of Visitors, first herein named, shall consist of two Clergy- 
men and one Layman, all of whom shall be men of distinguished 
talents and piety. 

* * * * 

“Article XIX. Upon the death, resignation, or removal of a 
Visitor, except only upon the demise or resignation of a Founder, 
the Board of Visitors shall at their next meeting, by ballot, elect 
another in his stead; and ever after, from time to time, as a va- 
cancy shall take place in this Board, they shall supply it; and every 
person so elected, previously to taking his seat at the Board, shall 
make and subscribe the following Declaration, namely: — ‘Ap- 
proving the Statutes of the aforesaid Theological Institution, and 
those of the Associate Founders, I solemnly declare, in the presence 
of God and of this Board, that I will faithfully exert my abilities, 
to carry into execution the Statutes of the said Founders, and to 
promote the great object of the Institution.’ And he shall more- 
over in like manner subscribe the same Theological Creed, which 
every Professor elect is required to subscribe; and a Declaration 
of his faith in the same Creed shall be repeated by him at every 
successive period of five years; and, if in the course of events the 
number of Visitors shall by any special providence of God be re- 
duced to one, the remaining Visitor shall have power to appoint 
one suitable person to be a Visitor on this Foundation; and these 
two Visitors shall at their first regular meeting supply the remaining 
vacancy in the Board. 

“Article XX. The power and duties of the Board of Visitors, 
thus constituted and organized, shall be as follows, namely: — to 
visit the Foundation once in every year, and at other times, when 
regularly called thereto; to inquire into the state of this our Fund, 
and the management of this Foundation, with respect both to 
Professors and Students; to determine, interpret, and explain the 
Statutes of this Foundation in all cases, brought before them in 
their judicial capacity; to redress grievances, both with respect to 
Professors and Students; to hear appeals from decisions of the 
Board of Trustees, and to remedy upon complaint, duly exhibited 
in behalf of the said Professors or Students; to review and reverse 
any censure passed by said Trustees upon any Professor or Student 
on this Foundation; to declare void all Rules and Regulations, 
made by the said Trustees, relative to this Foundation, which 
may be inconsistent with the original Statutes thereof; to take care 
that the duties of every Professor on this Foundation be intelligibly 
and faithfully discharged, and to admonish or remove him, either 
for misbehavior, heterodoxy, incapacity, or neglect of the duties 
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of his office; to examine into the proficiency of the Students, and 
to admonish, suspend, or deprive any Student for negligence, con- 
tumacy, or any heinous crime, committed against the laws of God 
or the Statutes of this Foundation; and in general, to see that our 
true intentions, as expressed in these our Statutes, be faithfully 
executed; always administering justice impartially, and exercising 
the functions of their office in the fear of God, according to the 
said Statutes, the Constitution of this Seminary, and the Laws of 
the Land. 

“ Article XXI. Every election of a Professor on this Foundation 
shall within ten days be presented to the Visitors, who are hereby 
vested with the power and right of approving or negativing, at 
a regular meeting every such election.” 


August 31, The persons who had executed the original 
1807: deed of August 31, 1807, executed a supplemental 

deed (known as the “Additional Statutes”) con- 
taining the following provision: 


“Article I. Having provided in the twelfth Article of our said 
Constitution, that ‘every person, appointed or elected a Pro- 
fessor in the said Seminary, shall on the day of his inauguration 
into office publicly make and subscribe a Declaration of his faith 
in Divine Revelation, and in the fundamental and distinguishing 
doctrines of the Gospel of Christ, as summarily expressed in the 
Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism’; we now ordain the 
following addition, to be inserted in said Article, in connection 
with the said clause, viz. — ‘and as more particularly expressed 
in the following Creed, to wit’: 

[The creed which here follows ta is ; substantially the same as that 
embodied in Article IT of the “Associate Statutes” to and includ- 
ing the words “thus fulfill all his pleasure.” The deed then pro- 
ceeds to provide that the Foundation “laid” by the donors shall 
be subject to the supervision of the Board of Visitors established 
by the “Associate Statutes” and contains provisions as to the 
powers and duties of the Visitors similar in substance to the cor- 
responding provisions of the “Associate Statutes. ”’] 


September 25, The Board of Visitors passed a vote reading 
1816. as follows: 


“Whereas, by the twenty-eighth Article of the Statutes of the 
Associate Founders of said Institution it is provided that, if after 
an experiment of seven years the Board of Visitors and the Trustees 
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of Phillips Academy are well satisfied with the safety and expedi- 
ency of the Visitatorial system, and that a perpetual coalition is 
important and desirable;— Union shall be established upon 
Visitatorial principles, to continue forever: — Voted that the 
Board of Visitors are well satisfied with said system, and that a 
perpetual coalition upon said principles is, in their opinion, im- 
portant and desirable, and that the concurrence of the Board of 
Trustees of Phillips Academy herein be requested. Samuel Spring, 
Secretary.” 


The Trustees thereupon passed the following vote: 


“That this Board are well satisfied with the safety and expedi- 
ency of said system, and that a perpetual union is important and 
desirable, and they do concur with the request of the Board of 
Visitors, and declare that the perpetual union contemplated by 
the Statutes is established.” 


January 17, The Legislature of Massachusetts passed an 
1824. act incorporating the persons then composing 

the Board of Visitors as a corporation “by the 
name of the Visitors of the Theological Institution in Phillips 
Academy in Andover to be the guardians, overseers and protectors 
of such donations as have been or hereafter may be made subject 
to their inspection, with the assent of the Trustees of said Academy 
according to the terms and conditions prescribed by the statutes 
of the founders thereof, agreeably to the intention of the founders 
of said Academy, and as such corporation, may do and perform 
all acts and things required of them by such statutes; provided 
that the corporation hereby created shall have no power to take 
real or personal estate without the consent of the Commonwealth 
expressly given therefor.” 


Section III of this act provides: 

“That if the said Visitors shall, at any time, act contrary to the 
Statutes of the Founders of said Institution, or exceed the limits 
of their jurisdiction the party aggrieved may appeal to the Supreme 
Judicial Court, to be holden within and for the County of Essex; 
and the said Supreme Judicial Court, which may be authorized to 
decide questions of law in civil actions, is hereby authorized to 
declare null and void any decree or sentence of the Visitors, which 
they may consider contrary to the Statutes of the Founders and 
beyond the just limits of the power prescribed to them thereby.” 
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1886 Charges of heresy were preferred by certain 
to individuals before the Board of Visitors against 
1892 Dr. Egbert C. Smyth and four other members of 


the faculty of Andover Theological Seminary. 
The Visitors dismissed the complaint as to the four professors last 
mentioned, but ruled that Dr. Smyth had been guilty of heresy and 
ordered that he be removed from office. Upon appeal, the Supreme 
Judicial Court affirmed the validity of the provision in the “Asso- 
ciate Statutes” for a Board of Visitors and the constitutionality 
of the act incorporating the Board, but, without expressing any 
opinion upon the merits of the complaint, set aside the action of 
the Visitors because of irregularities in the proceedings before them 
(see opinion filed October 28, 1891, Smyth v. Visitors of Theological 
Institution in Phillips Academy in Andover, 154 Mass. 551). The 
matter then came before the Visitors again and they, without 
passing upon the merits of the complaint, ordered that it be dis- 
missed because lapse of time and other circumstances rendered it 
inexpedient that the proceedings be carried further. By vote of 
the Trustees the sum of $10,763 was paid from the funds of the 
Seminary to the Visitors on account of expenses incurred by them 
for cash disbursements and counsel fees, the total charges upon 
the funds of the Seminary on account of litigation (up to the date 
of a report rendered by a special committee of the Trustees on 
February 13, 1892) being $36,779.35. 


October 16, At a meeting of the Trustees, the following 

1899. action was reported from the Board of Visitors, 
in connection with the appointment of Doctor 

Torrey as Taylor Professor of Biblical Theology and History. 


“In view of the fact that they [the Visitors] now become re- 
sponsible for his qualifications, they think it proper, furthermore, 
to say that in conducting their examination they have not been 
unmindful of the fact that the Creed is written in the terms of 
Theological expression in vogue many years ago, and in the face 
of controversial doctrines which existed at that time. 

“They have satisfied themselves that while the candidate is 
limited under the terms of his office to reading and subscribing to 
those words, they have heard him in explanation state in his own 
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words the Doctrines he holds, and they find them to be in accord 
with the Creed. 

“So far as opponents of the truth of that day are mentioned by 
name in the Creed, we regard the duties appertaining to the office 
of the candidate to call for no further antagonism than is demanded 
by the fact that any of those ancient opponents may be existent 
in heretical and anti-Christian form today; the promotion of piety 
and true godliness being the primary function of his office.” 


September 10, In response to a memorial from the Trustees 
1900. requesting the Visitors “to consider and de- 
termine whether the provision of the Statutes of 
the Associate Foundation having reference to the public reading and 
subscription of the creed and the repetition of the declaration are 
not in their nature directory merely” and whether the “same may 
not be dispensed with in the discretion of the Trustees provided 
that a professor elected upon said Foundation shall have duly 
approved himself to the Trustees electing him, and to the Visitors 
approving the election, a man of ‘sound and orthodox principles 
in Divinity agreeably to said Creed,’ ”’ the Visitors adjudged and 
determined: 
‘That the provision in the Statutes, referred to in said Memorial, 
that a Professor shall on the day of his Inauguration into office pub- 
_licly make and subscribe a solemn declaration, as therein provided, 
is matter of direction with reference to procedure, and is not a 
condition precedent to the validity of the Inauguration or tenure 
of office of a Professor, and that the Trustees may omit to require 


the Public Reading and Subscription of the Creed by a Professor 
on the day of his Inauguration.” 


The Visitors at the same time also adjudged and determined 
“that the provision in the statutes as to the repetition of the creed 
at the expiration of every successive period of five years by a 
professor is directory and not essential, provided the professor 
continues to approve himself a man of ‘sound and orthodox 
principles in Divinity, agreeably to said creed’ as in said statutes 
provided.” 


[In accordance with the foregoing action of the Visitors the 
public reading and subscription of the creed has been omitted in 
the inauguration of the respective professors since elected.] 
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April 1, The Legislature of Massachusetts incorpor- 
1907. ated the individuals then constituting the 

Trustees of Phillips Academy as a new cor- 
poration by the name of Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary 
and provided that all the property, real and personal, theretofore 
held by the Trustees of Phillips Academy in trust for or for the 
benefit of the Theological Institution in Phillips Academy should 
thereafter be held by the Trustees of Andover Theological 
Seminary “upon and subject to all the trusts, limitations, condi- 
tions, and provisions upon and subject to which said property has 
been held by the Trustees of Phillips Academy.” 


March 12, The Trustees of Andover Theological Sem- 
1908. inary voted to remove the Seminary from 
Andover to Cambridge and to enter into a plan 
of affiliation with Harvard University. In the vote removing the 
Seminary to Cambridge (which was subscribed to by Trustees 
George A. Gordon, Nehemiah Boynton, Charles L. Noyes, Alfred L. 
Ripley, H. Norman Gardiner, James C. Sawyer, Alfred E. Stearns, 
George Perry Morris, Burton Payne Gray, George Harris, Harry P. 
Dewey), the reasons for the removal are stated as follows: 


“First: The difficulties of Andover Theological Seminary in its 
present location. 

(1) The steady falling off in attendance, amounting at the 
present time to the practical desertion of the Seminary by students 
for the ministry. 

(2) The consequent unproductive use, and so far waste, of funds 
and endowments, solemnly consecrated by donors to the great ends 
of religion. 

(3) The failure, therefore, to fulfill the true design of the insti- 
tution by ‘increasing the number of learned and able defenders of 
the Gospel of Christ, as well as of orthodox, pious and zealous 
Ministers of the New Testament.’ 

(4) The narrow field of usefulness, offered to the Professors, which 
renders unattractive the chairs of instruction in the Seminary. 

(5) The location of the Seminary in a village, near no metro- 
politan center, and hence cut off from opportunities for experience 
in religious work of a city, which have a compelling attraction for 
students fitting themselves for the ministry of the present day. 

(6) The inability of the Seminary, with its resources, unallied 
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with any other institution, to furnish the various courses needed 
to fill the requirements of a comprehensive theological curriculum. 

Second: 'The advantages of Cambridge as a location for Andover 
Theological Seminary make jt ‘the place which the Trustees judge 
to be the best calculated for carrying into effectual execution the 
intention of the founders, and serving the good of mankind.’ 

(1) Cambridge is in Massachusetts, and accordingly removal to 
that city comes within the express permission of the Charter, that 
the Trustees of the Seminary ‘shall have power to remove it and 
establish it in such place within the State,’ as they deem best. 

(2) In Cambridge the Seminary will remain in the same general 
geographical area, and be so placed as to retain its old field and 
constituency, its local ties, influence and associations. 

(3) Cambridge is practically the geographical center of the 
largest metropolitan district in New England. 

(4) Cambridge lies in the region where the lines of our denomi- 
national history and influence converge, and nowhere is there a 
larger number of students from families and churches the Seminary 
was designed to serve than in Harvard University, situated in 
Cambridge. 

Third: The advantages of Alliance on favorable terms with 
Harvard University. 

(1) The terms of alliance involve no change in the charter, con- 
stitution, organization, or independent status of the Seminary. 

(2) Harvard University offers a number of courses in theology 
open to Andover Students, of the kind and quality which Andover 
would desire to provide, some of them given by men already asso- 
ciated with Andover through their antecedents of training or 
service, or at least of the same communion and Theological Belief. 

(3) In its allied departments Harvard University is unsurpassed 
by any institution in the country in the number of courses of interest 
and value to candidates for the ministry, all of which the Seminary 
set employ at discretion in the enrichment of the instruction it 
offers. 

(4) The acceptance by Harvard for her degrees of courses given 
by Andover professors, will open these courses not only to divinity 
students, but to the student body of a great university, and thereby 
will enlarge the field of usefulness of the professors, and make more 
attractive and rewarding to the best men the Andover chairs of 
instruction. 

(5) Establishing Andover Theological Seminary, with its in- 
fluence and facilities, at Cambridge, will strengthen the religious 
forces, and enhance the credit and efficiency of theological instruc- 
tion, in a great university center. 

(6) The effect of this would be to render the calling of the min- 
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istry more honorable and attractive in the eyes of educated young 
men and draw a larger proportion of them into the profession. 
And thereby indirectly, as well as by the opportunity of giving 
instruction to more students in its classes, the Seminary will be 
enabled to increase the number of learned and able Ministers of 
the Gospel.” 


November 5, Buildings formerly occupied by the Seminary 
1908. in Andover and the lands pertaining thereto were 

conveyed to the Trustees of Phillips Academy 
for the sum of $200,000 in accordance with an agreement 
previously entered into by the two corporations. At later dates 
the remaining Andover property was sold on advantageous terms. 
The amount thus secured (together with the addition of $56,118.16 
to the Valeria G. Stone fund received from Bowdoin College in 
1908 and unrestricted) more than met the cost of Andover Hall, — 
land, buildings and furnishings, — and of the removal to Cam- 
bridge. 


November 5, The Board of Visitors on November 5, 1908, 


1908- held a session for the purpose announced by them 
December 4, _ of considering the action of the Trustees in voting 
1908. to remove the Seminary to Cambridge and to 


affiliate with Harvard University. At this ses- 
sion (which was adjourned to December 3, 1908, and was then con- 
cluded) certain individuals appeared before the Visitors and 
contended that the votes of the Trustees were illegal and should be 
set aside by the Visitors, the objections urged being based mainly 
on various features of the plan of affiliation. The Trustees, by 
members of their Board and by counsel, also appeared and con- 
tended that the Visitors were without jurisdiction in the premises, 
and without waiving this contention, further argued that the vari- 
ous objections urged against the removal and against the plan of 
affiliation had no basis in law. On December 4, 1908, the Visitors 
adopted a resolution adjudging that “‘in removing the Seminary to 
Cambridge, the Trustees did not act contrary to the intention of the 
Founders of the Seminary who established it in Phillips Academy 
and as a part of it” and reciting that the Visitors claimed and re- 
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served “a right to examine and pass upon the practical working of 
the scheme of affiliation with Harvard University when it shall fully 
develop.” This resolution was concurred in by Reverend Henry A. 
Stimson, D.D., Minister of the Manhattan Congregational Church, 
New York City (who was then President of the Board of Visitors) 
and Honorable William G. Bassett, Judge of Probate for Hampshire 
County, Massachusetts (who was then Clerk). Reverend Samuel 
V. Cole,.D.D., President of Wheaton College (who was at the time 
the third member of the Board of Visitors) filed a dissenting opinion 
in which he declared that the action of the Trustees in voting to 
remove the Seminary to Cambridge and to affiliate it with Harvard 
University was forbidden by the conditions attached to the funds 
and further said: 


“The matter of removal alone is far less important than perhaps 
it seems; we can afford to pass it by; for removal alone does not. 
exist; it cannot be abstracted from other things and made a thing 
by itself; it is always a removal from some environment to some 
environment; it is the environment that concerns us— in this 
case, the environment called affiliation.”’ 


[The Seminary at all times from the removal to Cambridge to 
the close of the academic year 1921-22 was conducted in accordance 
with the plan of affiliation adopted in 1908, as above stated. The 
Visitors regularly made their annual visitations during this period, 
but, as is stated in the certificate filed by them in the recent litiga- 
tion, “did not at any time raise any question as to the propriety 
of the plan or its consistency with the statutes of the Seminary.” 


April 11, An agreement to unite the Theological Libraries 
1910. of Andover Seminary and Harvard University 

for working purposes in a single library to be 
known as the “Andover-Harvard Theological Library” and to 
establish rules for the administration of the same was entered into 
by the Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary and the President 
and Fellows of Harvard College. This agreement contains the 
following provisions: 


“As a condition precedent to all terms of combination it is un- 
derstood that the collection of books known as the Andover Library 
remains in existence, and with all the property pertaining to the 
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Library, continues in the ownership and under the ultimate control 
of the Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary, and that its 
books will be designated both by their bookplates and in some way 
by their cards in the catalogue as the books of Andover Library, 
and that new books will be added, and all Andover Library Funds 
expended only with the approval of the appointed agents, of the 
Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary. 
x & & 


“This agreement may be revised at any time by mutual consent 
of the two corporations and may be terminated on two years’ 
notice of either corporation.” 


1912 At the time when the resolution of December 4, 
to 1908, was adopted the Board of Visitors, as above 
1924. stated, consisted of the Reverend Henry A. 


Stimson, D.D., President, Honorable William 
G. Bassett, Clerk, and Reverend Samuel V. Cole, D.D. In 1912 
Dr. Stimson and Judge Bassett retired, their places being taken by 
the Reverend William R. Campbell, D.D., a graduate of Andover 
Seminary and Minister of the Highland Congregational Church in 
Roxbury, Massachusetts, and James F. Jackson, Esquire, respec- 
tively. In 1920 Thomas Weston, Esquire, was elected a member 
of the Board to succeed Mr. Jackson, who had resigned. In 1922 
the Reverend Benjamin A. Willmott, a graduate of Bangor 
Theological Seminary and Minister of the Eliot Congregational 
Church in Roxbury, Massachusetts, was elected a member of the 
Board in place of Dr. Cole, who had reached the age of retirement 
fixed by Article XIII of the Associate Statutes. In 1925 the Rey- 
erend E. Victor Bigelow, a graduate of Yale Divinity School and 
Minister of the South Congregational Church in Andover, was 
elected a member of the Board in place of Dr. Campbell, who had 
reached the age of retirement. At the present time Mr, Willmott 
is President of the Board and Mr. Weston, Clerk. 


May 24, A “Plan of Closer Affiliation of Andover 
1922. Theological Seminary with Harvard University” 

(which had been adopted by the President and 
Fellows of Harvard College on May 22, 1922) was adopted by the 
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Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary. The plan of closer 
affiliation reads in part as follows: 


“TI, Corporate Independence and Autonomy. 


1. The continuity and distinct existence as an institution of 
Andover Theological Seminary shall be maintained, all its trusts 
being executed as heretofore. 

2. The Trustees shall continue to exercise their functions under 
the Statutes, and otherwise, having the same control, as now, over 
the property, funds, chairs of instruction, and students, of Andover 
Theological Seminary. 

3. The Board of Visitors shall continue in the exercise of their 
authority and duties as defined by the provisions of the Associate 
Foundation, and other deeds of gift. 

4. The Professors in Andover Theological Seminary shall, as 
heretofore, be appointed ‘by the Trustees; and confirmed, when so 
required by the trusts, by the Board of Visitors, and shall be sub- 
ject to the same conditions of removal as now. 

5. Holders of Andover scholarships and fellowships, ipso facto, 
shall be; and any other persons, qualified and desiring to be so, may 
be students in Andover Theological Seminary, and as such may 
take the courses of Andover instructors. 

6. The Trustees shall retain their right, in their discretion, to 
grant Andover degrees to Andover students. 

II. Affiliation with Harvard Divinity School. 

1. The President and Fellows of Harvard College and Trustees 
of Andover Theological Seminary shall join to form a non-denomi- 
national theological school, with single faculty, roll of students, 
administration, and catalogue. 

2. The name of the said school shall be The Theological School 
in Harvard University. In all official publications it shall be 
described as ‘formed by the affiliation of the Harvard Divinity 
School and Andover Theological Seminary.’ 

3. The faculty of the School shall consist of those instructors 
in Harvard University who are designated for service in the School 
by the Governing Boards of the University, and of such instructors 
in Andover Theological Seminary as shall be appointed by said 
Boards to corresponding positions in Harvard University. 

4, All Andover instructors so appointed to positions in Harvard 
University shall, in the publications of the University, be designated 
by the titles corresponding to those borne by them in the Seminary 
with the addition of the words ‘on the Andover Foundation,’ e.g., 
‘Norris Professor of New Testament Interpretation on the Andover 
Foundation.’ ” 
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July 18, The Board of Visitors (after having held on 
1922. June 15, 1922, a session at which representatives 

of the Trustees were present and stated at length 
the views of the Trustees with respect to the wisdom and legality 
of the plan of closer affiliation and the jurisdiction of the Visitors 
in the premises) adopted a resolution concluding as follows: 


“1, That the said plan for closer affiliation between Andover 
Theological Seminary and Harvard University is inconsistent with 
the Associate Foundation Statutes; 

2. That by the adoption of said plan for closer affiliation between 
Andover Theological Seminary and Harvard University, the said 
Andover Theological Seminary will be improperly managed and 
will not then be conducted in accordance with the principles of its 
foundation. . 

The Board of Visitors of Andover Theological Seminary therefore 
declare void the plan for closer affiliation between Andover Theo- 
logical Seminary and Harvard University as submitted to them by 
the Board of Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary. 

William R. Campbell 
Thomas Weston 
Benjamin A. Willmott.” 


July 31, The Trustees, in accordance with the act 
1922. incorporating the Board of Visitors, appealed 
to the Supreme Judicial Court from the adju- 
dication of the Visitors. The Trustees, by their attorneys, Storey, 
Thorndike, Palmer and Dodge, on the same day filed in the 
Supreme Judicial Court a bill in equity alleging that the Visitors 
had no jurisdiction in the premises and praying that they be 
enjoined from interfering with the plan of closer affiliation. 


August 17, — The Visitors, by their attorneys, Thomas 
1922. Weston, Esquire, and Henry B. Patrick, Esquire, 

filed in the Supreme Judicial Court a bill in 
equity against the Trustees, the President and Fellows of Harvard 
College, and the Attorney General, praying that the plan of closer 
affiliation be declared void and that the Trustees and the President 
and Fellows be enjoined from carrying it into effect. 
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October 4, The Trustees filed an answer to the Visitors’ 
1922. bill maintaining, among other things, that “the 

present plan of closer affiliation does not differ in 
material particulars from the plan of affiliation adopted by the 
Trustees in 1908 . . . so that, as no relief is sought with respect 
to the continued operation of said plan of 1908, there is no warrant 
for interference by the plaintiffs or by the court with the carrying 
out of the plan of closer affiliation.” 


January 30, The Visitors amended their bill of complaint 
1923. by inserting a prayer “that the said act of affilia- 

tion of Andover Theological Seminary with 
Harvard University, adopted by vote of the Trustees on March 12, 
1908, and all actions in pursuance thereto, be declared null and 
void,” and by adding thereto the following allegations, among 
others: 


“The plaintiff believes and therefore alleges that under the 
scheme of affiliation between Andover Theological Seminary and 
Harvard University neither the Theological School in Harvard 
University nor the Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary 
require every professor to solemnly promise to maintain and in- 
culcate the Christian faith as expressed in the creed and in opposi- 
tion not only to Atheists and Infidels, but to Jews, Papists, Mahom- 
etans, Arians, Pelagians, Antinomians, Arminians, Socinians, 
Sabellians, Unitarians and Universalists.”’ 


By an amendment allowed May 11, 1923, the Visitors inserted 
in their bill an allegation “that the teaching in the Andover Theo- 
logical Seminary since the year 1908, has not been and is not in 
accordance with or consistent with the Westminster Assembly’s 
Shorter Catechism or with the creed described and set forth in 
the Constitution, Associate: Foundation Statutes and the Addi- 
tional Statutes so-called of the Theological Institution in Phillips 
Academy in Andover, and has not been and is not orthodox within 
the meaning and intent of the said Constitution and Statutes.” 


May 5, The two suits in equity were referred to Fred 
1923. T. Field, Esquire, as Master “to hear the 
parties and report his findings to the court.” 
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January 26, Extended hearings (in which Thomas W. 
1925. Proctor, Esq., acted as associate counsel for the 

Visitors) having been held before the Master, 
and the Master’s reports having been filed, the three cases were 
argued together before the full bench of the Supreme Judicial 
Court. 


September 19, A lengthy opinion (written by Chief Justice 
1925. Rugg) was filed by the Supreme Judicial Court 
reading in part as follows: 


“The Andover Theological Seminary was founded by Calvinists. 
It was made by them distinct and apart from every other theo- 
logical school. Their three instruments of gift show that their 
convictions were settled upon definite theological denominational 
tenets. An undenominational theological school was foreign to 
their purpose and alien to their declarations. The circumstances, 
under which the seminary was founded, have already been 
narrated. Without now repeating them, it is enough to say that 
they show unmistakably that its original donors were actuated by 
a desire to nourish, strengthen and extend orthodox, trinitarian, 
evangelical congregationalism. All those qualifying words at that 
time had a signification more sharp and distinctive than now. 
Each of those qualifying words occurs in one or more of the instru- 
ments on which the seminary was established. Those original 
donors were resolute in their determination to combat liberal 
religious thought among congregationalists. The language of the 
constitution and the associate and additional statutes discloses a 
deep seated conviction on the part of those who signed them that 
the Andover Seminary should be an instrumentality for the propa- 
gation of these distinctive theological doctrines. 

“The great and leading purpose of the founders was to establish 
a theological school for ‘the defense and promotion of the Christian 
Religion by increasing the number of learned and able Defenders 
of the Gospel of Christ, as well as of orthodox, pious and Zealous 
Ministers of the New Testament.’ The teachers in the institution 
are required to oppose every theological error and heresy inconsist- 
ent with the Andover creed. Every professor in the seminary 
must be a man of sound and orthodox principles in divinity accord- 
ing to the system of evangelical doctrines called the Westminster 
Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, must subscribe his belief in the 
Andover creed at the outset of his professorship and according to 
the words of the statutes must renew his fealty to it by repeating 
it publicly every five years. A central feature of the associate and 
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additional statutes is the Andover creed. In the associate statutes 
it is ‘strictly and solemnly enjoined and left in solemn charge that 
every article of the above said creed shall remain entirely and 
identically the same without the least alteration or any addition 
or diminution.” Continued belief in this creed is a test of the right 
to remain a professor. It is manifest under the associate and 
additional statutes that every Andover professor must believe 
sincerely, and be conscientiously convinced of the truth of these 
distinctive theological doctrines. It is a fair inference from the 
three documents on which the Andover Seminary came into exist- 
ence, framed with such obvious and extreme care touching the theo- 
logical beliefs of the professors, that the founders expected profes- 
sors entertaining such tenets to teach them to the students. It is 
expressly provided in the associate statutes that each professor 
shall promise to ‘maintain and inculcate the Christian faith as 
expressed in the Creed by me now repeated, together with all other 
doctrines and duties of our Holy Religion.’ 

“The plan for closer affiliation with Harvard is not compatible 
with the foundation of the Andover Theological Seminary. The 
Andover Seminary was established as a separate, distinct and in- 
dependent theological school. The instruments of gift which called 
it into being disclose no express or implied permission that it ever 
be consolidated with another kindred institution. The joining 
of the seminary with another institution to form a non-denomina- 
tional theological school is contrary to the avowed end and aim 
of the founders. The causes and the history of the establishment 
of the Andover institution disclose an unmistakable primary and 
final purpose to found a theological school devoted exclusively to 
the propagation of the dogmas of a well defined religious belief. 
The founders called it into existence for that single object. The 
narration, already made in parts First and Second of this opinion, 
of the circumstances of the establishment of the Andover Seminary 
of the extreme care taken by the founders to safeguard their dona- 
tions against any perversion of their emphatically proclaimed pur- 
pose demonstrates that no such close affiliation as is here arranged 
with an undenominational school would harmonize with their 
project. There was no elasticity in their statement of what they 
intended in certain respects. They made no provision for material 
changes in the religious conceptions set forth in the creed and in 
the Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism. They declared 
in writing a clear design in that particular and they enjoined rigid 
conformity to it. According to the constitution of the Andover 
Seminary every professor must maintain and inculcate the Chris- 
tian faith in the fundamental and distinguishing doctrines of Christ 
‘as summarily expressed in the Westminster Assembly’s Shorter 
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Catechism.’ The associate statutes set forth the Andover creed 
as the test of faith for all professors. The additional statutes also 
set forth the Andover creed as an addition to all that is required 
in the constitution. 

*k * * * 

“The plan of the founders of Andover was that its professors 
were to be militant teachers. According to the mandate of its 
statutes they were not only to inculcate trinitarian orthodox 
principles, but they were to oppose many other varieties of re- 
ligious belief there enumerated. Such contentiousness is incom- 
patible with the nature of an undenominational school. 

* * * * 

“[Our conclusion] is not affected by the facts found by the 
master that there in not now the sharp difference between the or- 
thodox or trinitarian congregationalists and the liberal or unitarian 
congregationalists that there was at the time the Andover Seminary 
was founded. There remains a fundamental difference between 
the two, confined to a part of the field of systematic theology. 
This difference for philosophical thinkers has been much softened 
or even obliterated. ‘Except as this difference is discussed histori- 
cally, it is irrelevant in the other branches of study which are ordi- 
narily carried on in a theological school.’ A reading of the Andover 
creed and of the Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism, and 
giving the words used their common meaning, shows clearly that 
the disobedience, sin or fall of Adam constitute an important, if 
not an essential part of both. The master finds that ‘So far as the 
‘*sin”’ or “‘fall” of Adam is concerned . . . there is now no contro- 
versy between the orthodox or trinitarian congregationalists and the 
liberal or unitarian congregationalists in New England, since in 
New England congregationalists, whether trinitarian or unitarian, 
do not generally accept the account thereof in Genesis as historical.’ 
“»These findings cannot abate or qualify the emphasis placed 
upon the Andover creed and the Westminster Assembly’s Shorter 
Catechism in the constitution and the associate and additional 
statutes of the Andover Seminary. 

* * * x 

“The master finds that the trustees have taken all practicable 
measures to increase the endowment of the Seminary which have 
in the main been unsuccessful. ‘There is and has been for several 
years practically no prospect of any substantial additions to the 
endowment of the seminary . .. it would be impossible, for 
financial reasons, for the trustees of Andover Theological Seminary 
to maintain a theological school of a grade which would justify the 
granting of degrees without an affiliation of some kind with some 
other institution or institutions.’ 
a ee 
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“The master further finds ‘that, apart from doctrinal or creedal 
requirements, the Plan of Closer Affiliation fulfills, as nearly as is 
possible under the existing conditions, the purposes for which 
Andover Seminary was founded’; and ‘that if the purpose for which 
the Seminary was founded, so far as such purposes involve doc- 
trinal or creedal requirements, are fulfilled if instruction in the field 
of theological studies in which doctrinal questions are involved is 
in the historical succession of New England Trinitarian Congrega- 
tionalism, the Plan of Closer Affiliation fulfills with respect to 
Andover students as nearly as possible under existing conditions 
the purposes for which Andover Seminary was founded. It did 
not appear before me that even if the purposes for which Andover 
Seminary was founded, . . . with respect to doctrinal or creedal 
requirements, are not fulfilled if instruction in the field of theo- 
logical studies in which doctrinal questions are involved is in the 
historical succession of New England Trinitarian Congregational- 
ism, any affiliation of Andover Seminary with any other institution 
would more nearly fulfill the purposes for which Andover Seminary 
was founded than does the Plan of Closer Affiliation with Harvard 
University.” This conclusion is supported by other and by 
subsidiary findings, 

“The substance of other findings of the master upon this aspect 
of the controversy is that there is no probability that the ‘Andover 
Seminary can affiliate with any theological school in Massachusetts 
other than Harvard, that there is little if any probability that it 
could affiliate with any other such school by removing from Massa- 
chusetts [forbidden by § 10, c. 15, St. 1780]; that Massachusetts is 
and has been since Colonial times the leading congregational State 
in the sense that there are here many more congregational churches 
than in any other State and that the maintenance here of a strong 
theological school is of peculiar importance at the present time’; 
that for practical purposes there are now no acute divergencies 
between trinitarian and unitarian congregationalists, that the 
existing difference is confined to a part of a single theological field 
having only a historical aspect so far as concerns theological in- 
struction. These findings do not go to the extent of showing that 
the plan of closer affiliation is in conformity to the purposes of the 
founders of the Andover Seminary. Doctrine and creedal require- 
ments were of the essence of the purpose of the founders of the 
Andover Seminary. With respect to those doctrinal and creedal 
requirements the founders did not contemplate changes in those 
respects in the historical succession of trinitarian congregationalism. 
Their views as expressed in the ‘Constitution’ and the ‘Associate 
Statutes’ as to doctrine and creed were immutable. The founders 
looked forward to no such modifications. On the contrary the 
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associate founders enjoined that every article of the creed ‘forever 
remain entirely and identically the same, without the least al- 
teration.’ 

“All these facts have no decisive bearing upon the questions here 
presented for decision. ‘The question presented is quite different 
from what it would be if the seminary had been founded simply or 
in substance for the training of orthodox trinitarian congregational 
ministers. Doubtless if that had been the foundation, the sem- 
inary rightly could be administered according to the beliefs of 
those in the historical succession of New England trinitarian 
congregationalism. 

* * *k * 

“The trustees point to various instances where in past years 
the visitors have relaxed from strict adherence to the require- 
ments of the associate and additional statutes. These relate to 
requirement of subscription to the creed without qualification by 
professors and in other matters. All these matters, giving them 
collective force, are not enough to bar the visitors from asserting 
the position which they here take. 

* * * * 

“The visitors ask that the act of affiliation of Andover Theo- 
logical Seminary with Harvard College adopted on March 12, 1908, 
be declared void. The visitors after hearing by majority vote 
“determined and adjudged that, in removing the seminary to 
Cambridge, the trustees did not act contrary to the intention of 
the founders of the seminary,’ but claimed and reserved ‘a right to 
examine and pass upon the practical working of the scheme of 
affiliation with Harvard University when it shall fully develop.’ 
One member of the board of visitors filed a dissent setting forth 
in plain words the clear reasons, which led his mind to the firm 
conviction that the proposed affiliation was a perversion of the 
trust. But under the provisions of art. XIV of the associate 
statutes the vote of the majority prevailed. That vote was not in 
terms an unequivocal determination for or against that affiliation. 
Whether that affiliation was an execution of the trust ‘agreeably 
to the true intent of this our Foundation,’ or contrary thereto was 
directly brought to the attention of the visitors. The opinion of 
the dissenting member categorically answers the question in the 
negative. Nevertheless the question, whether under the circum- 
stances that determination of the majority of the visitors may be 
treated as an unrevoked approval of that plan of affiliation, is not 
before us and need not be decided. Whether the attempted 
reservation of matters for future consideration in its context means 
no more than that the detailed working of the plan might develop 
inconsistencies with the purpose of the founders and as to such 
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if found they would undertake to exercise visitatorial powers, also 
is a question which need not be considered. 

“On another ground, this position of the visitors is unsound. 
Tf their determination as to the 1908 plan of affiliation be treated 
as equivocal, the subject was within their jurisdiction in the first 
instance. They have no right to ask the court to perform their 
duties or to decide questions which the founders required them to 
decide. While the visitors have a right to invoke the aid of the 
court in enforcing the determinations made by them within the 
scope of their power, they have no general right to invoke the aid 
of the court against what are alleged in pleadings to be an im- 
proper use of the trust. It is the prerogative of the Attorney 
General as representing the public to institute proceedings of that 
nature. 

* * # & 

“The conclusion is that we feel bound to say that the determina- 
tion of the visitors to the effect that the plan for closer affiliation 
violates the principles of the foundation and associate statutes of 
Andover cannot be pronounced contrary to law. 

“The cost of the visitors taxed as between solicitor and client 
are to be paid out of the general funds of the trustees of the Andover 
Theological Seminary. This seems to be provided for in art. 
XXXII of the constitution and in art. XXIV of the associate 
statutes. Apart from those provisions under general chancery 
principles applicable to visitors of charitable foundations the same 
result must be reached. The visitors hold no funds. They were 
performing a gratuitous duty imposed on them by the founders of 
the institution. 

Bd a eae he 

“In the suit by the visitors against the trustees and Harvard 
College, decrees are to be entered overruling the demurrers, over- 
ruling exceptions to and confirming the master’s report, and declar- 
ing the plan for closer affiliation void and enjoining the trustees 
and the president and fellows of Harvard College from further 
executing it. In this suit costs to the visitors adequate to cover 
their just disbursements including counsel fees in all three of the 
cases are to be taxed as between solicitor and client to be paid by 
the trustees. In the suit in equity by the trustees against the 
visitors, decree is to be entered confirming the master’s report and 
dismissing the bill. The appeal of the trustees under St. 1823, c. 50, 
is to be dismissed and the determination of the visitors is to stand. 
The details and form of the decrees in each of the three cases are 
to be settled by a single justice.” 
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December 15, The three cases having come, in accordance 
1925. with the decision of the full court before Mr. 
Justice Wait for the determination of the details 

and form of the decrees and the Visitors at the hearing before him hay- 
ing requested that an allowance of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) 
be made to them on account of counsel fees, together with the sum of 
sixteen hundred seventy-two dollars and seven cents ($1,672.07) 
on account of cash disbursements, a final decree confirming the 
Master’s report and dismissing the bill of complaint was entered 
in the suit in equity brought by the Trustees and a final decree 
declaring the plan of closer affiliation void and enjoining the 
further execution of it was entered in the suit in equity brought 
by the Visitors. The latter decree contains the following provision: 
“Tt is further ordered and decreed that the Trustees of Andover 
Theological Seminary pay forthwith to the Visitors of the Theologi- 
cal Institution in Phillips Academy the sum of $1,672.07 [sixteen 
hundred seventy-two dollars and seven cents] the amount of their 


just disbursements and $5,000 [five thousand dollars] as counsel 
fees.” 


January 30, Upon the appeal of the Trustees from the 
1926. adjudication of the Visitors the full court entered 

a decree to the effect that the appeal be dismissed 
and that the determination of the Visitors stand. 


February 15, At the meeting of the Trustees held on Feb- 


1926- ruary 15, 1926, and concluded by adjournment 

March 9, on March 9, 1926, the following communications 

1926. from Professors Arnold, Sperry and Evans were 
submitted: 


“My dear Dr. Carter: — When I accepted the Hitchcock 
professorship in Andover Seminary twenty-two and a half years 
ago, it was with the assurance that subscription to the Andover 
Creed had been abolished and would not be required of me. It 
was not required of me then, and has never been required of me 
since. Not only so, but in no institution of learning in the country 
could I have enjoyed more complete freedom of thought and 
utterance than in Andover Seminary. 

“As I read the judgment of the Massachusetts Supreme Court, 
however, subscription to the Creed, as well as complete subordina- 
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tion to the authority of the Board of Visitors, must hereafter be 
exacted of every professor. And even should the Visitors be 
inclined to overlook the requirement of subscription in the case of 
professors already in office, the mere fact of the published decree 
of the court will warrant the presumption that a professor holding 
over had complied with the requirement or was in sympathy with it. 

“T cannot subscribe to the Creed, and cannot expose myself to 
such misjudgment. With the most profound regret, I therefore 
herewith tender my resignation of the Hitchcock Professorship of 
the Hebrew Language and Literature in Andover Theological 
Seminary, to take effect at the close of the current Seminary year, 
on August 31, 1926. 

“T need hardly tell you that I bring to a close the associations of 
the best part of a lifetime with a heavy heart, and with the deepest 
gratitude to the Trustees for their unfailing kindness, sympathy, 
and codperation, Yours faithfully, Wm. R. Arnold.” 


“Dear Dr. Page: — Will you kindly present to the Trustees of 
Andover Theological Seminary at the forthcoming meeting on 
February 9, my resignation as Bartlet Professor of Sacred Rhetoric 
and as President of the Faculty. 

“Tt is with greatest reluctance that I sever my connection with 
the Seminary. Since childhood days the name of ‘Andover’ has 
been familiar and dear to me. And I am now completing my 
seventh year of service in the Seminary. These years have been 
happy beyond my desert in my friendships with Trustees, Alumni, 
Faculty, and Students, 

“But the recent decision of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massa- 
chusetts, which will require of all concerned a literal fidelity to the 
creed of the Founders, as stated in Articles II and III of the Asso- 
ciate Foundation Statutes, places me as a Congregational minister 
and Seminary Professor in a position which is theologically im- 
possible and morally equivocal. My statement made to the 
Visitors six years ago, that I believe myself to stand in the ‘his- 
torical succession of orthodox New England Congregationalism’ 
no longer meets the requirements. I did not then, and I do not 
now subscribe to the Creed of the Seminary. I do not conceive 
it possible under present religious conditions to increase the number 
of ‘orthodox, pious, and zealous Ministers of the New Testament’ 
by being in any way concerned with the perpetuation of that Creed. 
I am now patently unable to meet the requirements of Article III 
of the Associate Foundation Statutes, and am unwilling to remain 
in a position which lays me open to such grave misunderstanding, 
and which is so far removed both from the grounds of my own re- 
ligious belief and that of the Fellowship of Congregational Churches. 
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“May I ask that this resignation take effect at the end of the 
Seminary’s fiscal year, August 31, 1926. 

“At the same time I tender my resignation as a member of the 
Board of Trustees, to take effect at the Annual Meeting, Feb. 9, 
of this year. 

“In submitting these resignations may I add my very deep sense 
of personal gratitude for the unfailing confidence, good-will, and 
friendliness manifested towards me by my fellow Trustees, and 
may I hope that the future still holds for the Seminary the prospect 
of effective service of the Christian Ministry. Sincerely yours, 
Willard L. Sperry.” 


“To the Trustees of Andover Theological Seminary, Dear Sirs :— 
Nearly eighteen years ago you did me the honor to call me to the 
Abbot Chair of Theology in Andover Seminary and I accepted the 
appointment and welcomed the opportunity to serve this ancient 
and noble institution of learning and anticipated a life-long career 
as one of its instructors. Before being inducted into the Chair, 
I met the Board of Visitors at their request and read them a care- 
fully prepared statement of my fundamental beliefs and stated 
my conviction that I was in the great evangelical succession. 
Hearty approval of my statement was expressed and a cordial 
welcome given by the Visitors. During these years I have found 
increasing happiness in the work of the School and have rejoiced 
in being able to serve the churches of our faith and order in helping 
to prepare an educated ministry for them and in preaching in 
hundreds of them throughout New England and in serving several 
of them as acting pastor for periods covering several months. The 
‘closer affiliation’ of our Seminary with the Harvard Divinity 
School extended my field of service and enlarged my fellowship 
with a devoted group of scholars. 

**Now suddenly and most unexpectedly has come the decision 
of the Supreme Judicial Court which has changed the whole situ- 
ation. It appears that the ancient creed must be accepted as the 
condition of service in the School and as authoritative in inter- 
pretation of our religion. I never accepted nor signed the creed, 
nor was I asked to do so by the Visitors. My appointment was 
made by you, accepted by me, and ratified by the Visitors, on the 
explicit understanding that the creed was not to control my thought. 
Intellectual honesty and moral integrity make subscription to this 
creed, in any strict sense of its historical meaning, impossible. My 
evangelical beliefs remain today clearer to my mind and more 
precious to my soul than ever before and I sustain my church re- 
lations with the Congregational fellowship and am in full sympathy 
with its life work. This creed soon ceased to be the expression of 
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the vital faith of our churches. Even if it were possible to believe 
and teach it today it would be of no use whatever to the men who 
are to serve our churches, nor to the churches themselves. I have 
conceived my task to be, to teach a vital theology to a living church 
which has cherished the conviction that there was more light to 
break forth from the Scriptures. 

“I am grateful for the opportunity I have had during these 
eighteen years to study and teach, to associate with students and 
members of the Faculty, and to serve the churches. It is a bitter 
disappointment that this relationship must now terminate. 

“With deep and poignant regret, therefore, I must resign my 
chair of the Abbot Professorship in the Seminary, to take effect at 
the close of the academic year, on August 31, 1926, or at such time 
as may be determined upon by your honorable Board. 

“With genuine respect and grateful appreciation of your many 
gracious kindnesses to me and with profound affection for the 
Andover Seminary that was, and may yet be, I am, Yours re- 
spectfully, Daniel Evans.” 


The Trustees voted that the resignation of Dr. Sperry as a 
member of the Board be laid on the table, but that his resignation 
as Bartlet Professor of Sacred Rhetoric and as President of the 
Faculty, as well as Dr. Arnold’s resignation as Hitchcock Professor 
of the Hebrew Language and Literature, be accepted, to take 
effect at the close of the current academic year; also that Dr. Evans 
be granted leave of absence during the academic year 1926-27, 
final action upon his resignation being temporarily deferred. The 
Trustees passed the following vote on motion of Professor Gardiner 
in behalf of the committee on instruction: 


“Voted that no appointment be made at present for the position 
in New Testament Interpretation occupied by Dr. Henry Joel 
Cadbury, whose five year term of appointment expires with the 
current academic year, and that the clerk be instructed to express 
to Dr. Cadbury our high esteem of his Christian character and of 
the ability and fidelity with which he has discharged his duties in 
teaching and as Secretary of the Faculty, and our regret that his 
services to the Seminary cannot, under present circumstances, 
be continued.” 

At the same meeting the Trustees passed these votes: 

‘Voted that no courses of instruction be offered in the Seminary 
during the academic year 1926-27.” 

“Voted that the President and Fellows of Harvard College be 
invited to join with the Trustees in action looking to terminating 
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at the close of the present academic year the Plan of Affiliation 
adopted in 1908, the Library Agreement of 1910, however, to re- 
main in effect.” 

“Voted that the Clerk be instructed to inform the Visitors of 
the resignations received from professors, also of the vote hereto- 
fore passed as to the conduct of the Seminary according to the Plan 
of 1908 for the remainder of the present academic year and of the 
votes granting leave of absence to Professor Evans and directing 
that no courses of instruction be given in 1926-27; also of the vote 
with reference to inviting the President and Fellows of Harvard 
College to join with the Trustees in action looking to terminating 
the Plan of Affiliation adopted in 1908.” 

“Voted that the Finance Committee be authorized to make such 
arrangements with the President and Fellows of Harvard College 
as they may think best with respect to the use of Andover Hall 
by Harvard University during the academic year 1926-27.” 

“Voted that the five votes next preceding [which include the 
vote granting leave of absence to Professor Evans] contemplate a 
suit in equity for the purpose of obtaining a decree to the effect 
that a professor who stands with respect to his theological views 
in the historical succession of New England Trinitarian Congre- 
gationalism shall hereafter be deemed ‘a man of sound and orthodox 
principles in divinity agreeably to the aforesaid creed,’ 7.¢., that 
the acceptance of the creed in the liberal interpretation sanctioned 
by usage during the past half-century be declared to be legally 
permissible because it is the closest approximation to the pur- 
poses of the founders practicable under modern conditions.” 
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